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“Uniting for Peace”: UN General Assembly fierce. The world's "other superpower" -- global public 
Provides Crucial Opportunity for Global Peace opinion as expressed in the global peace movement -- 
Movement can tip the balance if it concentrates on demanding a 
UN General Assembly meeting to halt the war on Iraq 
By Jeremy Brecher. Historian Now. 
BACKGROUND 


The United Nations General Assembly is hovering on 
the edge of calling an emergency session to challenge 
the US attack on Iraq. But US opposition has been 
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When Egypt nationalized the Suez Canal in 1956, 
Britain, France, and Israel invaded Egypt and began 
advancing on the Suez Canal. US President Dwight D. 
Eisenhower demanded that the invasion — stop. 
Resolutions in the UN Security Council called for a 
cease-fire - but Britain and France vetoed them. Then 
the United States appealed to the General Assembly 
and proposed a resolution calling for a cease-fire and a 
withdrawal of forces. The General Assembly held an 
emergency session and passed the resolution. Britain 
and France withdrew from Egypt within a week. 


The appeal to the General Assembly was made under a 
procedure called "Uniting for Peace" (UfP). This 
procedure was adopted by the Security Council so that 
the UN can act even if the Security Council is 
stalemated by vetoes. Resolution 377 provides that, if 
there is a "threat to peace, breach of the peace, or act 
of aggression" and the permanent members of the 
Security Council do not agree on action, the General 
Assembly can meet immediately and recommend 
collective measures to U.N. members to "maintain or 
restore international peace and security." The "Uniting 
for Peace" mechanism has been used ten times, most 
frequently on the initiative of the United States. 


THE CURRENT SITUATION 


At a meeting March 24, 2003, Arab foreign ministers 
condemned the invasion of Iraq and called on the US 
and Britain to immediately withdraw their forces without 
condition. The League's UN ambassador said, "We will 
ask that the invasion stop, that the invading forces will 
be withdrawn, and that Iraq's sovereignty, territorial 
integrity and independence will be preserved." It 
instructed its UN delegates to go first to the Security 
Council and then, if unsuccessful, to the General 
Assembly. 


The League requested and received a debate in the 
Security Council. But the decision was made not to 
submit a resolution against the war since a veto by the 
US and Britain was nearly certain and the failure to 
pass such a resolution might be used to defend the 
war's legitimacy. 


After considerable hesitation, a coalition of Arab, other 
Islamic, and developing countries decided to ask for a 
special session on Iraq at the UN General Assembly. 
The Organization of the Islamic Conference Group 
(OIC) declared on Monday, March 31, that it is ready to 
take the Iraq war to the General Assembly. The OIC, 
which includes 57 UN member countries, indicated it 
would initiate such a meeting before April 9. The plan is 
for a General Assembly special session to be formally 
requested by Malaysian Ambassador Rastam Mohd 
Isa, who heads the 115-member Non-Aligned 
Movement (NAM) of developing countries at the United 
Nations. The Malaysian Ambassador "plans to request 
the special session, in a letter to . . . the assembly's 
acting president." 





US OPPOSITION 


Meanwhile, the US has been "aggressively lobbying 
governments around the world for the past two weeks 
to help head off an emergency assembly session on 
Iraq." "We don't think a General Assembly meeting is 
necessary," a U.S. official said. "This type of session is 
only going to divide U.N. members." 


Greenpeace has released the text of a communication 
from the United States to UN representatives around 
the world leaked by an "incensed" UN delegate. It 
stated, "Given the highly charged atmosphere, the 
United States would regard a General Assembly 
session on Iraq as unhelpful and as directed against the 
United States. Please know that this question as well as 
your position on it is important to the US." It 
warned/threatened that "the staging of such a divisive 
session could do additional harm to the UN." 


HANGING IN THE BALANCE 


While the overwhelming majority of the world's people 
and nations oppose the Bush Administration's attack on 
Iraq, fear of US retribution has repeatedly forced UN 
members to draw back from actually implementing a 
"Uniting for Peace" appeal to the General Assembly. 
According to UPI, "An informal tally shows that there 
are not enough nations aligned with the Arab states to 
bring the topic before the body." 


Currently various blocs in the UN are discussing 
wording on which they might agree. An OIC statement 
called for an immediate cease-fire, withdrawal of foreign 
forces from Iraq, and respect for the sovereignty and 
political independence of Iraq and its neighbors. 
However, the OIC is considering proposing a milder 
resolution in the General Assembly, expressing regret 
for the use of force against Iraq, in an effort to get 
support from more nations, notably European nations. 
This process may drag on for an undetermined time. 


WHY UFP MATTERS 


A General Assembly resolution will not in itself stop the 
war. General Assembly actions may not be legally 
binding. Besides, the Bush Administration has already 
shown it is willing to defy the UN and international law. 
Nonetheless, such a resolution would be a major blow 
to the Bush Administration - as its campaign to prevent 
a General Assembly session indicates. 


First, a UfP resolution will intensify the fear of global 
isolation among the US public and elite. Such fears will 
play a significant role in turning them not only against 
the Iraq war but more generally against the Bush 
Administration policy of preventive war and global 
domination. 


Second, a UfP resolution will provide a heightened 
legitimacy to all the actions of the global peace 
movement. All its actions in every country will become 


not merely the expression of an opinion but efforts to 
implement the decision of the world's highest authority. 


Third, a UfP resolution will lay the basis for future UN 
action, both regarding Iraq and more broadly, that can 
circumvent the US veto. It can thus provide the starting 
point for reconstituting the UN as the voice of the world. 


WHY A UFP CAMPAIGN MATTERS 


A worldwide campaign for UfP provides the global 
peace movement - the world's "other superpower - a 
unique opportunity. - It provides a great focus for 
struggle in the streets and in the political arena. - It will 
allow the movement to show its global clout. 


In every country where the majority of the people 
oppose the war (probably every country in the world 
except the US and Israel), the peace movement can 
demand that the government reject US dictation and 
support UfP. 


On the streets, UfP can become a central demand of 
the next rounds of global anti-war demonstrations. 
While it has been endorsed by many campaigning 
organizations, such as CND in Britain and Greenpeace, 
it has yet to appear extensively on the programs and 
picket signs of the big peace demonstrations around the 
world. The way to go: A recent demonstration in 
Santiago, Chile urged Chile's President to back a call 
for the United Nations General Assembly to hold a 
special session to "adopt moral sanctions against 
Bush." 


In the political process, parliaments can demand that 
their governments support UfP. The Russian Duma, for 
example, recently passed a resolution calling for 
General Assembly intervention in Iraq; so did the 
Senate Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
Thailand. Political parties provide another arena: the 
Czech Republic's governing Social Democratic party, 
whose government has waffled on the war, just voted 
nearly unanimously to condemn it. (The motion was 
sponsored by Czech UN Ambassador Jan Kavan, who 
happens also to be current President of the UN General 
Assembly.) 


In the US, the peace movement can expose and attack 
Bush Administration's sabotage of the UN and its 
illegitimate, deeply resented, and counter-productive 
efforts to interfere in the political decisions of other 
countries all over the world. 


This is also an opportunity for religious, labor, and other 
groups in civil society to make their voices heard. For 
example, a group of Italian Catholic associations 
petitioned the Italian government demanding that "the 
UN General Assembly be called to block, based on 
resolution 337 [Uniting for Peace], any action which 
does not comply with the UN Charter so as to bring 
peace." They appealed for "a ceasefire which will put an 
end to the useless massacre in Iraq." And a group of 
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international women's organizations called for an 
emergency General Assembly meeting, noting that "the 
resolve of many UN member states to stand firm 
against the US, reinforced by the call to enact Uniting 
for Peace, offer hope for a revitalized international 
system." 


A Greenpeace web petition at www.greenpeace.org 
calling for a General Assembly session has received 
60,000 signatures worldwide. There is also a 
European-initiated petition at www.ufp.ht.st 


Contact for this article. jbrecher@igc.org 


First published by Nicola Bullard 
N.Bullard@focusweb.org - Focus on the Global South 
(FOCUS) - c/o CUSRI, Chulalongkorn University - 
Bangkok 10330 THAILAND - Tel: 662 218 
7363/7364/7365/7383 - Fax: 662 255 9976 - Web Page 


http://www.focusweb.org 
Postwar Iraq: A Showcase for Privatization? 


By Philip Mattera. Director of the Corporate Research 
Project. Washington 


Earlier this week, U.S. military officials came up with a 
solution to the chaos surrounding the distribution of 
water to civilians in the Iraqi port of Umm Qasr: They 
are providing water free to locals with tanker trucks, 
who are being allowed to sell the precious liquid for a 
"reasonable" fee. "This provides them with an incentive 
to hustle and to work," an Army commander told a 
reporter for the New York Daily News. 


This transfer of a public good to private hands may be 
an initial small step in what could be widespread 
privatization in lraq after the war is over. A number of 
conservative think tank denizens and other analysts 
have been arguing for months that the post-Saddam 
Hussein economy should be restructured according to 
the principles of Milton Friedman. 


Just last week, Robert McFarlane, National Security 
Adviser during the Reagan Administration, and Michael 
Bleyzer, chief executive of an equity fund management 
company, published an op-ed in the Wall Street Journal 
headlined "Taking Iraq Private." The two men argued 
that "the U.S. and its allies would be well advised to put 
together a team of private sector business leaders as a 
‘steering committee’ to supervise and monitor" 
economic restructuring. 


An explicit call for privatization, rather than simply 
private investment, was issued last fall at a conference 
convened by the right-wing Heritage Foundation. In a 
paper presented at that conference (and revised last 
month), Ariel Cohen and Gerald O'Driscoll wrote: "To 
rehabilitate and modernize its economy, a post-Saddam 
government will need to move simultaneously on a 
number of economic policy fronts, utilizing the 
experience of privatization campaigns and structural 
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reform in other countries." The authors go on to assert 
what they call Lesson No. 1: "Privatization Works 
Everywhere." 


Back in September, the U.S. State Department's 
Washington File website gave a full account of the 
discussion at the Heritage meeting, quoting Cohen as 
saying that at the top of his list of recommendations 
was "a modern legal environment that recognizes 
property rights, which are now non-existent in Iraq, and 
is conducive to privatization." 


As with other lraq matters, the U.S. calls for 
privatization have been echoed in Britain. Last month, 
the free market-loving Adam Smith Institute issued a 
paper titled "Toward an Economic and Governance 
Agenda for a New Iraq." One section of the document 
starts out with the declaration: "Privatisation is a sine 
qua non for successful reform in Iraq." The authors go 
on to say, "In Iraq there is much to privatise, as a 
considerable portion of the economy is state-owned." 
Among the sectors that should be up for grabs, they 
suggest, are mining, chemicals and construction. 


PLAYING DOWN THE BUSINESS BOON 


Since the war began, the Bush Administration has 
avoided talking about the business boon being created 
in Iraq for U.S. and other foreign corporations. Yet it has 
taken steps such as awarding a contract to operate the 
port in Umm Qasr to a private company, Stevedoring 
Services of America. Another contract, for technical 
assistance to the reconstruction effort, has been given 
to the International Resources Group, which will share 
the work with U.K. subcontractor Crown Agents, which 
is itself the product of the privatization of a British 
development assistance agency. 


The U.S. Agency for International Development, which 
is coordinating the reconstruction plans, gave about half 
a dozen large U.S.-based engineering companies an 
exclusive right to bid on the main contract for 
infrastructure work. According to various press reports, 
the leading contenders for that contract are Bechtel 
Corp. and Parsons Corp. The latter is said to have 
taken on Halliburton Co.'s Kellogg Brown & Root unit as 
a subcontractor after Halliburton was eliminated as a 
primary bidder, apparently because of controversy 
surrounding the company's ties to Vice President 
Cheney. 


What's significant about Bechtel and Parsons is that 
both companies, in addition to their main construction 
units, have operations engaged in privatization activities 
in the United States and elsewhere. Bechtel is a leading 
player in water system privatization, ranking just behind 
the big three -- Suez, Vivendi Universal and RWE/ 
Thames Water -- in that controversial business. A 
subsidiary of Bechtel was forced to abandon its 
operations in Cochabamba, Bolivia, in the wake of a 
popular uprising over massive water rate hikes. Bechtel 





is now suing Bolivia for $25 million in compensation 
through a secret World Bank tribunal. 


Parsons performs privatization feasibility studies and 
sometimes takes on the projects itself. The most 
notorious instance of the latter is the company's role in 
privatizing the auto inspection system in New Jersey. 
That project, worth more than $500 million, has been 
marked by charges of inefficiency and excessive costs. 
Parsons was the sole bidder on the contract, which was 
awarded in the late 1990s by the administration of Gov. 
Christie Whitman, who is now serving as head of the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


It's clear that there are a lot more business 
opportunities to be had in Iraq. The Bush Administration 
is reported to have convened around ten task forces to 
plan the transformation of everything from agriculture to 
banking. U.S. companies are expected to receive 
contracts to restructure and operate facilities such as 
airports, schools and hospitals. 


THE BIG PRIZE 


The big prize, of course, is oil. There's no doubt that 
foreign companies will be called in to operate Iraq's 
petroleum system after the war; the question is whether 
they will remain in place indefinitely and perhaps even 
have an ownership interest. Some people seem to think 
that should be the case. In December, the authors of 
the Heritage Foundation report published an article in 
the online version of the arch-conservative National 
Review that was headlined PRIVATIZE IRAQI OIL. The 
Los Angeles Times reported in February that a State 
Department advisory panel of exiled Iraqi petroleum 
professionals recommended privatization of the 
country's oil resources, but only after U.S. military 
administration has been replaced by a new sovereign 
government. 


The Bush Administration has tended to speak in 
platitudes about using oil revenues to benefit the Iraqi 
people, but it is significant that the person reported to 
have been chosen to oversee postwar oil production is 
a former chief executive officer of Shell Oil Company. 
Philip Carroll also worked as chief executive for Fluor 
Corp., one of the big engineering companies that had 
been invited to bid on the main reconstruction contract. 


Carroll's potential conflicts of interest are not the 
biggest problem for the Bush Administration in its plans 
for postwar oil exploitation. The Washington Post is 
reporting today that United Nations and British officials 
are arguing that the U.S. would not have the legal 
authority to take over Iraq's oil operations, even on an 
interim basis, without a new Security Council mandate, 
given the fact that those operations have been under 
the supervision of the U.N.'s oil-for-food program. 


In January, Platt's Oilgram News reported that a 1976 
State Department Memorandum of Law, written after 
Israel had taken control of Sinai oil fields originally 


developed by Egypt, had concluded that international 
law did not support the right of an occupying power to 
grant an oil development concession. It would not be 
surprising to learn that the State Department is now 
seeking a new legal opinion. 


To the victor go the spoils, it is said. In the case of this 
war, the spoils will be going to the victor's business 
allies as they bring a distinctly corporate form of 
liberation to the people of Iraq. 


Contact for this article. pmattera@ctj.org 
www.corp-research.org 


20:80 society and tittytainment 


By Mauro J. Zufhiga A. Doctor, columnist, author, and 
ex-director of Panama’s Social Security 

Translation. Noe Le Blanc. Coorditrad, volunteer 
translators (*) 


Here is a remarkable book. With 376 books in their 
bibliography, often quoted throughout the 300 pages of 
their work, Hans Peter-Martin and Harald Schuman 
offer us The Globalization Trap, translated in Spanish 
by Carlos Fortea and _ published by _ Tauros, 
Pensamiento. Their work is inspired by the Round 
Table held by the Gorbatchov Foundation from 
September 27th to October 1st, 1995, in the Fairmont 
hotel, a legendary and exclusive hotel in San Francisco. 
500 political, economical and social leaders from 
around the world took part in this Round Table, the 
topic of which was to reflect on the march of the 21st 
century: on the road towards a new civilisation. 


The result of this marathon-like debate can be summed 
up in just two words and one concept: 20:80 society 
and Tittytainment. As simple as that. In the 21st 
century, 20% of the world’s working population will be 
enough to keep the global economy going. What about 
the rest? “Without doubt, the remaining 80% will have 
serious problems,” is the answer given by Jeremy 
Ritkin, author of The End of Work. Zbigniew Brzezinski, 
who was once a counsellor to president Jimmy Carter, 
put together two english words to give the problem its 
solution: “tits”, meaning with this word not the sexual 
aspect of breasts but their nutritional function, and 
“entertainment”: tittytainment. In 1996 already 500 
satellites existed, sending information to a thousand 
million televisions. 


There is no escaping this savage broadcasting. Our 
little ones stare dumbly at their screens. The icons of 
our youth are manufactured on a worldwide scale by 
the entertainment industry. Sport, music, violence, sex 
in all shapes and forms: anything you want can be 
accessed without leaving your home. What gave the 
roman empire its splendour is developing beyond any 
previous extent in our society: bread and circus games. 
However, the statistics presented in the book as given 
by the United Nations’ Development Program, the 
International Organisation for Work and even the World 
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Bank show that a worldwide shortage of bread is to be 
expected, or at least that less and less mouths will be 
able to enjoy what bread there is. The biggest 
corporations are downsizing hundreds of thousands of 
workers at the speed of lightning. Small and medium- 
sized businesses are becoming bankrupt. The fear of 
unemployment and precarious jobs are the kings of 
modern times. Social benefits are thrown out with the 
trash. Our world is on the verge of becoming 
biologically uninhabitable. 20:80 society is coming along 
comfortably. But then, who is to blame? “Nobody is”, 
says the Market, lying with its usual cynicism. 


The book is very clear even to those who aren’t familiar 
with macro economical issues. Things have never been 
ideal, but they have been getting worse for the last two 
decades. Ronald Reagan and his lieutenant Milton 
Friedman in the U. S., and Margaret Thatcher with 
Frederick von Hayek in England, had to invent a new 
Holy Trinity for their new god, and they did: 
Liberalisation, Deregulation and Privatisation. They 
dealt with the good old Welfare State: it ensured 
workers had social security, made laws to regulate 
working conditions, protected its currency, organised 
means of communication, taxed capital, fought to 
protect its country from speculation. Mortal Sins! Free 
trade and capital transfers. Privatise all state-owned 
companies. Amen. 


Politics gave in to economy; Nation-States gave in to 
Capital and human beings to the Market. Big business 
moves to where its production costs are lower, that is to 
say, where States are more generous to it, to say things 
politely. The rest, including 80% of the world’s 
population and their environment, is thrown away in a 
huge plastic bag. Numbers? There are loads. 
International Financial Transactions amount to 1,8 
billion dollars daily. What comes out of it? Misery. 


Is the world coming to an end? Of course not. There are 
exits. The book mentions, amongst other ideas, the 
application of the Tobin Tax (James Tobin, 1978, Nobel 
Prize for Economy): an international tax on short term 
financial transactions. This proposition was expressed 
anew in 1998 by Ignacio Ramonet, director of the 
French newspaper Le Monde Diplomatique. If it is put 
into practice, with the money raised poverty can be 
ended in a few years’ time. The ATTAC movement 
founded for such proposals to be discussed has 
developed beyond its European base and is now 
present on all continents. Utopia has stayed behind. 


Grano de Arena 186. 
Contact for this article informativo@attac.org 


Links between the globalisation of capital and 
militarism 


By Claude Serfati, researcher 
Translation. Steve Brownjohn. Coorditrad, volunteer 
translators (*) 
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The aim of this article is to set out my point of view on 
several connections between the globalisation of capital 
and the growth of militarism, and thus to put into 
perspective the new phase - the "war without limits" - 
which began at the start of this century. Having reached 
astronomic levels during the 1980s (an increase of over 
50%), world military spending then fell massively for 
most of the 1990s. Subsequently, military spending 
again entered a period of growth: between 1998 and 
2001 world military spending grew by 7% in real terms 
(source: Stockholm International Peace Research 
Institute, SIPRI). These figures don't take into account 
the growth of military budgets since September 11th, 
2001 [1]. The beginning of the twenty-first century 
heralds a period of substantial and fairly widespread 
increase in military spending. In the autumn of 2002 the 
French parliament, almost completely unnoticed, 
passed a military planning law for 2003-2008 which 
forecast an increase in equipment spending, to an 
average of 14.84 billion Euros (at current rates) for each 
year between 2003 and 2008, against 12.27 billion 
Euros in 2001 - an increase of over twenty percent. 


The hypothesis advanced in this article is that humanity 
is today confronted by grave dangers, inasmuch as 
many people in the world are struggling simply to 
survive and raise their children. It is not just people 
living "on the margins" who are affected, but whole 
populations in countries once considered, in previous 
decades, as emerging economies. For example, the 
fate of the Argentinean people after a decade of neo- 
liberal policies. ATTAC takes seriously - and resolutely 
challenges - the effects on the people of the South of 
widening private property rights, which now include 
rights on genetic material. In this context it is imperative 
to reflect on the infernal, high-tech and politically brutal 
machine that the Bush administration has put in place. 


The decision to go to war against Iraq can't be 
explained solely in terms of an irresponsible "clan" of 
Christian fundamentalists. Certainly, the presidential 
team has been purged of its most moderate elements 
who were former aides of Bush Senior, and September 
11th also gave Bush Junior enormous - and unhoped 
for - leeway to drive forward his programme. However, 
the "war without limits" must be understood as the 
complex result of different factors. | will list three that 
seem to me central and complementary: 


- a hegemony without doubt unparalleled in the last few 
hundred years [2]. Bush's policy has caused a change 
in the scale in the process of militarisation and of 
military interventions which was already underway in 
the 1990s; 


- the existence of a military-industrial system which 
firmly established itself in the decades after the second 
world war, and which has undergone a substantial 
regeneration throughout the 1990s, in particular 
because of a closer integration with the structures of 
finance capital (the "financial markets"); 





- the contradictions of a system of accumulation based 
on neo-liberal policies and the establishment of 
"markets". Today this term, transformed into a concept 
but in reality ill-defined, hides the imposition of rights for 
speculative capital which have caused the devastation 
of many areas and brought the American economy into 
crisis long before the attacks of September 11th 2001 
(according to official indicators the recession began in 
the third quarter of 2000, while some economic 
"fundamentals" suggest that the downturn started in 
1997). 


Given the aim of this article, | won't go into more detail 
on these three points [3]. Instead we'll look briefly at 
each of these three causes in turn, in order to highlight 
several issues that ATTAC might consider. As regards 
the geopolitical aspects, this idea of United States 
hegemony has - especially in France - become 
common currency. Is the label "empire" - which, in 
another analytical framework could be close to a super- 
(or mono-?) imperialism - entirely appropriate? Whilst 
this question might seem somewhat superfluous it may, 
under certain conditions, have consequences for the 
direction ATTAC wishes to take. For example, what 
place do other large countries, and in particular France, 
occupy in the present geopolitical configuration? Where 
do we situate the actions of Non-Governmental 
Organisations, and of ATTAC, against the militarisation 
and the wars that are tearing Africa apart and killing its 
people? What is the link between these tragedies and 
the old French colonies in Africa (an enduring 
preoccupation of French diplomacy, economy and 
politics)? 


The role of the military-industrial system in the 
militarisation of the planet during recent decades is 
highly significant. For obvious reasons, the American 
military-industrial system occupies a decisive place. Its 
power has little in common with what in the past might 
have been caricatured as a gun-runner. The economic 
and political mechanisms specific to the post-war 
decades firmly established the military-industrial system 
in the economy and society of the United States. During 
this period, it has had a powerful influence on certain 
technological developments that have, in their turn, 
given rise to major civil industries (aeronautics, space 
exploration and electronics in the widest sense). Its 
regeneration during the 1990s has been a major factor 
in the process of militarisation, the dramatic results of 
which we see today and which are far from reaching 
their conclusion. The central role of information and 
communication technologies (ICT) in military and 
security supremacy[4], in the context of the collapse of 
the "dot.com boom", encourages the emergence of a 
"military-security complex" in the American economy 
and society, and could give it an even more central 
position than that held by the "military-industrial 
complex" during the decades of the "cold war". 


There is broad agreement in ATTAC about the political 
economy of globalisation and the disasters that it has 
wrought - in turn or simultaneously - in most areas of 


the planet during the 1990s. At the same time the 
importance of the contradictions and difficulties that 
affect the American economy are often underestimated 
in France. The recession shows no sign of ending, 
budgetary and trade deficits [5] have grown significantly 
in 2002, not to mention the crisis of confidence in the 
financial system and the private pensions industry. In 
such conditions the new plan for increased military 
spending, alongside massive tax cuts (December 2002) 
for a minority of the super-rich and speculators led 
Business Week to publish a dossier entitled "Class war 
?" (January 20th, 2003). No sympathy for those "at the 
bottom" but the uneasy feeling - not to say certainty - 
that this policy, at one and same time an attempt to 
spur on the “financial markets" (whilst attacking the 
exploited classes and groups) and of course a "war 
without limits", carries the risk of catastrophe [6]. 


The interaction, and the relative importance, of the 
three factors mentioned above are themselves suitable 
topics for discussion. The ways in which the compulsive 
forces that feed militarism and wars [7] sweep all before 
them, and end up prevailing given the right historical 
and_ institutional conjunctures, must be carefully 
analysed. Certainly, we know that the link between free- 
trade and peace, a central tenet of the dominant 
economic theory, is belied by the history of the last two 
centuries, and that the globalisation (of capital), far from 
being "happy" and "peaceful", requires the use of force. 


However, a new period began at the end of the last 
century, with a closer interaction between the 
globalisation of capital, war and militarism. The 
predominance of speculative capital is a blind-alley, in 
which even the United States now finds itself, and 
encourages the search for solutions in which the 
interests of political elites and dominant classes are 
protected by violent means. This. strategy is 
"unsustainable", not only for the victims but also from 
the point of view of those who are looking for an 
alternative in the direction of a peaceful ("civilised"?) 
conduct of capitalism. In turn, the attitude of the Bush 
administration gives rise to a search for a different form 
of "global governance" from that which, for more than 
ten years, has linked neoliberalism, the undisguised 
domination of finance, and heightened militarisation. 
This search will be exacerbated by the attitude of US 
leaders toward the United Nations in the war against 
Iraq, which ratchets up the aggressive behaviour that 
they have adopted for several years towards numerous 
international treaties. 


Discussion and elaboration are even more necessary 
today, as the war in Iraq quite rightly generates interest 
and encourages the search for explanations. It must not 
however prejudge the analysis of the relations that have 
grown over the last two decades between a 
globalisation dominated by speculative capital and 
militarism. In-depth work by ATTAC is needed, 
alongside taking a position and making stand against 
the war in Iraq [8]. 
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| will outline here only several points on which a work of 
reflection strikes me as useful. 


- The questions of defence and armaments in Europe, 
including the transformation of military-industrial 
systems in the US and in the larger EU countries [9] 
since the last decade. The question arises of 
"transatlanticisation" - a term far more appropriate than 
"globalisation" - of the weapons industry. The weapons 
industry faces the same challenges as other industries: 
the role of "financial markets" in transatlantic 
reorganisations, the growing privatisation of industrial 
activities, but equally of defence in the strict sense of 
the word (guarding materials, private security etc), the 
"business governance" of the large armaments 
companies. 


At the same time, measures aimed at consolidating the 
European weapons industries (in European groups 
such as the European Aeronautic Defence and Space 
Company) and harmonising European weapons 
markets, the public procurement procedures for arms, 
etc have multiplied in recent years and have given rise 
to the establishment of new institutions [10]. What is the 
connection between these industrial changes and the 
direction set out in the European Security and Defence 
Policy (ESDP)? The latter steers a path between 
national sovereignty and countless references to the 
essential role of NATO in official texts, including the 
report of the "Defence" group of the Convention on the 
Future of Europe [11]. Clearly these questions take a 
more dramatic turn with the enlargement of the EU and 
the adoption by the United States of some east- 
European countries as satellite-states. 


- The relations between the processes of globalisation 
dominated by finance and militarism. It's clear that 
militarism feeds wars. In general terms, the weapons 
industries are based in the north and the wars in the 
"south". These are too often, wrongfully, called "ethnic 
wars". | have tried to demonstrate that wars in Africa, 
that have as their corollary a rise in a predatory 
economy, are both a consequence and an attribute of 
globalisation. A consequence, since the implosion of 
the structure of the state (in particular beneath the 
weight of neoliberal policies) now makes the predatory 
economy of natural resources, whether or not organised 
and controlled by rival states, a common mode of 
existence. Wars are equally an attribute of globalisation: 
the extraction of natural resources by multinational 
groups and the "recycling" of the revenues from the 
predatory economy on the _ international markets 
continues during wars, participating in that aspect of the 
world economy which is not even hidden. 


The chaos produced in numerous regions is now 
accompanied by calls for a renewed "neo-liberal 
imperialism" from numerous specialists, in the form of a 
return to "mandates", ironically termed "nation-building" 
in official American documents [12]. The "reshaping" of 
the middle-east announced by Powell, starting with the 
dismantling of Iraq, follows the logic of this policy. But 
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neoliberal imperialism is also apparent in the 
proposition that the "international community" (the UN) 
takes on the supervision of countries now in a situation 
of economic distress and hit by social implosion. A 
prime example of this is the current proposition - at the 
height of the war waged by the United States - that the 
United Nations must play a part in the reconstruction of 
Iraq. 


- the National Security Strategy of the United States, 
outlined by the Bush administration in September 2002, 
does not only mention the doctrine of "pre-emptive war" 
which has now well-known. It also affirms that "peace, 
democracy, free markets and free trade" must be 
defended as "non-negotiable demands of human 
dignity". Which of course signifies that they are 
enforceable by military means. On these questions the 
Latin-American continent will, in the coming months 
even more than in the recent past, be a decisive region 
where the issue of the relationship between 
globalisation and the "war without limits" will be 
highlighted. The connection between the extension of 
"markets" (in particular the creation of the Free Trade 
Area of the Americas in 2005) and the military posture 
of American administrations (of which "Plan Colombia" 
is one of the symbols) clarifies the relationship between 
the economy and the military. 

Claude Serfati Contact for this article. 
Claude.Serfati@c3ed.uvsq.fr 


(translation: Steve Brownjohn, to whom all errors herein 
are attributable) 


[1] In the United States the defence budget was $304bn 
in 2001, $351bn in 2002, $396bn in 2003. The aim is to 
achieve $470bn (at 2002 rates) in 2007. 


[2] | refer here to specialists of the long history of 
"hegemonic cycles", without taking on board their 
conclusions as to the outcome of the present cycle and 
the inevitable fall of American hegemony. 


[3] Members of ATTAC interested in complementary 
articles can refer to the transcription of my address to 
the Summer University, written in November 2002. 
More generally, references to analyses published in the 
course of my professional activity can be found on the 
website of my research department. 


[4] American industrialists working in electronics now 
term these "information and discretionary technologies" 
["technologies de l'information et discrétionnaires" in the 
French original - SB]. 


[5] Already enormous in 2001, the monthly trade deficit 
has grown continuously in 2002 from $25bn_ in 
December 2001 to $45bn in December 2002. The 
American Budget Office calculated at the beginning of 
2003 that the Bush plan will, in ten years, turn an 





accumulated budget surplus of $5,600bn into an 
accumulated deficit of $2,000bn. 


[6] In the same spirit of realisation of the chaos that the 
war will provoke, and of the resulting uncertainty, see 
the editorial of Mr Wolf "America may not like the new 
world it is about to create" (Financial Times, 13th 
March, 2003). However, a few days earlier the same 
author wrote an article entitled "Stable oil supplies are 
worth defending from Iraqi aggression" (Financial 
Times, 26th February [??] 2003). A desire to put down a 
marker allowing to him to say in several months: "I told 
you so"? 


[7] Which Jaures summed up in the phrase "capitalism 
carries war within itself like the cloud carries the storm" 


[8] My participation in recent weeks in meetings 
organised by ATTAC groups has strengthened my 
conviction that activists and citizens, overwhelmed by 
the analyses of the mass-media, want in-depth 
analyses. The endeavours of the "people's education 
movement" are a vital adjunct to those of the activists. 


[9] Military spending in NATO countries represented 
two-thirds of global military spending in 2001. These 
figures (SIPRI) don't take account of increases since 
11/09/01. In 2001, American, British and French 
companies were responsible for 90% of the weapons 
production of the world's 100 largest weapons 
manufacturers (source: SIPRI). 


[10] However, they come up against Article 296 of the 
Treaty Establishing the European Community (ex- 
Article 223 of the Treaty of Rome) which allows 
member-states to exclude any Community control of 
weapons production and trade. 


[11] The final report of the Working Group on Defence 
of the Convention on the Future of Europe (presided by 
Mr Barnier) frequently refers to EU states' (and 
candidate-states') membership to NATO and reaffirms 
that the European Defence and Security Policy can't be 
defined without reference to NATO (para. 25). 


[12] The mandate was the formula chosen by the 
League of Nations in 1919 for certain colonies of the 
German and Ottoman empires, that were put under the 
control of the British and French imperial powers. 


The colourful life of Rosa 


By Carlos Powell, journalist and writer. Esteli, 
Nicaragua 
Translation. Coorditrad, volunteer translators (*) 


The dramatic and emblematic case of the nine year old 
Nicaraguan girl - Rosa - who became pregnant after 
having being raped in Costa Rica, in a coffee growing 
area on the border in which her family had come to 
work. This raised a whole series of strong reactions in 


Nicaragua as to whether or not abortion should take 
place. 


In an international context awaiting war, a war capable 
of upsetting the entire planet, some could consider this 
as a local affair, people looking down their own noses, 
an affair to be forgotten in a couple of weeks. But no, 
this is a central social issue and closely related to that 
of war. All depends on how you want to take it, up to 
what point, what conceptual basis who give it, the 
broadness of mind. The truth, as religion states, is that 
this is a debate about the value of life. Life. But, the 
colourful life of Rosa, or the colourful life of an infant? 
Two very different things. 


This debate has raised an awful lot of dust, leading 
words to be heard that should not have been said. To 
give an example, to say that rape is a daily social 
practice, as indicated by family protection centres; to 
say that religious hierarchy would appear as helpless as 
the day they entered the world if they performed circus 
tricks for this pathetic reality on a daily basis as they 
have with this emblematic case. To say, finally, that the 
right to life is breached every day and if this breach is 
considered as the ticket to hell, the devil has run out of 
seats. And hell does not provide the same "conditions", 
found in many earthly jails, most excommunicated are 
well to do gentlemen providing a very satisfactory tithe 
to the church hierarchy. 


Yes! Fight for life! 


The dust is still flying, from the rural town of Jinotepe, 
just 40kms to the south of Managua, the correspondent 
Manuel Medrano of El Nuevo Diario tells us that three 
children have died of hunger and their mother is about 
to die for the same reason. More than a simple news 
bulletin, this appears as a SOS. The telephone number 
is noted. Just like Rosa, this case is one out of 
thousands. Some receive media coverage, other just 
face silence and abandon, death. These deaths are 
clearly the responsibility of somebody. The government 
hospital requires payment for medication given to the 
mother; she will never be able to pay because she can't 
afford food. But nothing happens, no social scandal 
appears. We have never heard of an announcement 
excommunicating those breaching the right to life of 
these children. No Episcopal announcement was 
published, neither health nor social authorities 
appeared. What will this woman become without 
treatment, food, work, a home? 


Nicaragua does not have exclusive cave age rights 
when its comes to defending embryos rather that 
upright human beings. The cave is large, has many 
tunnels, many unexplored areas and unsuspected 
alcoves. False traps and optical illusions await like in 
the horror houses in attraction parks. Perhaps the cave 
is not what we think, perhaps its plagiarism, perhaps 
the cave is imagining us. Perhaps there is a beast 
crouched in the cave in each one of us, just waiting for 
the right moment to jump up and drown us in darkness. 
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The debate has been rich and instructive and has only 
just begun. Where are we heading? Against which wall 
are we going to squash ourselves with our hypocrisy? 
Abortion is legal in many countries simply to avoid the 
death of hundreds of thousands of mothers in 
dangerous and unhygienic conditions. Abortion is legal 
to protect life. And yet, we are worse than in medieval 
times, in this era things were clearer: there was fire, a 
structure, instruments of torture to keep the demons 
out. Today we dress ourselves up in angel outfits called 
democracy (and this is why we can openly discuss this 
issue), as if we were on the road to paradise. These 
democracy outfits are simply inefficient means of A/C. 
Whatever happens, it's artificial. In reality, the fire and 
the structure are transparent, but present. 


A cry in the dark From all of these valiant voices, that of 
the journalist Fabian Medina, La Prensa, is heard over 
the others: she new how to get to her own side, openly 
contradicting the anti-abortion chorus backed up by this 
newspaper. A personal act involving professional risk 
merits recognition. 


The journalist appropriately mentioned a "second rape" 
of Rosa, insulting her humanity by obliging her to keep 
her child. This is not based on any code, be it religious, 
civil or penal. Nor is it based on the Constitution. 
Neither scientific, nor moral, nor religious, nor 
ideological arguments were used. Nor was demagogy 
in question, or party or corporate position. The only 
ethics used in this question were common sense: "If, 
instead of being nine, the child had been three, would 
they have forced her to keep the embryo?" Another 
point which is worth highlighting: "l, as a father" 
declared Medina. These four words show that this is not 
a female only issue, but involves fathers too. 


And, perhaps | will not be fully understood, but | would 
risk stating that this is fundamentally a male issue: Why 
(without entering into the details of the statistical 
revolution), historically speaking, men are the 
legislators, men rule, men control political and religious 
structures (not only the catholic hierarchy, but in 
general). Men rape, hit, thump, punch, poison, fire, 
intimidate, and practice extortion. 


We should be glad for female interference in the 
transmission of macho values. 


Personally, | feel that this should be considered 
alongside of the general ignorance - which makes the 
use of a moral order, seen as "natural" easier - and not 
as a factor of exclusive responsibility. Should a mother 
pass on her values to her son thereby helping him to 
become a future rapist as he considers the body of a 
women as an object subject to his will as a man, she 
does not act as a woman, but because she remains 
ignorant and is not aware of other more dignified 
values, both for her, and for her son. Subsequently 
power remains male. 
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The assistance of the Holy Spirit, i.e. common sense, | 
seem to remember that Jesus told his disciples that, to 
clearly and fully understand the texts of the Scriptures, 
you need the assistance of the Holy Spirit. What | 
humbly understand is that those texts should not be 
learnt by heart, repeated parrot fashion and applied 
systematically. Nor is the literal meaning of the words, 
particularly with the Scriptures which are full of symbolic 
meaning adding extra sense. Jesus was persecuted 
everywhere, by those looking for encyclopaedic 
quarrels, quoting "religious codes", as was the case of 
Cardinal Obando y Bravo over two thousand years later 
in Managua. Jesus always replied with common sense, 
which helped him permanently. 


The Hebrew word to refer to the Holy Spirit is one of the 
most frequent and means " a thing" or "something": 
"davar". But, in the Biblical context we refer to 
"something lowered over him" and understand with a bit 
of common sense that the something is not just any old 
something, but something which transforms the person 
in an unusual way. When someone feels something 





strange it his or her spirit, we say that he or she is 
"enlightened" and understands things more clearly. 


If we let ourselves be guided by common sense, as 
used by Medina, thousands of pages of any type of 
code will not help. It's obvious and yet strange that, at 
the beginning of the third millennium we can imagine 
that, through extortion and terror, more souls will go to 
heaven and social problems will be solved. This is what 
many leaders thought many centuries ago in Spain and 
neither the sword, nor fire, nor structure, nor ostracism 
will increase the number of genuine applicants for 
Paradise. The number of jails does not decrease the 
number of criminals. Bush will not stop terrorism with 
bombs. As Miguel de Unamuno said to Spanish 
fascists: with a sword and terror, you may vanaquish, but 
not convince. And when conviction is absent, Cardinal, 
so is victory. 


Contact: powama@ibw.com.ni 


(*) coorditrad@atiac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. Just contact them for further details. 


Meeting ATTAC worldwide 


Week 02-04-2003 >>> 09-04-2003 





http: //attac. org/rdv/index.html 
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09/04 

AUSTRALIA : hitp://attac.org/australia/html/calendar.htm| 

Sydney 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Linz + Graz + Feldbach 

DANMARK : hitp:/www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 

Kgbenhavn 

FRANCE : http://www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 

Nantes + Grenoble + Aix en Porvence + Reyrieux + Marseille + Vendome 


10/04 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 
Salzburg + Wien + Baden 

DANMARK :  hitp:/www.attac-danmark.dk/kalender/index.asp 
Esbjerg 


11/04 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 
Salzburg 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
Arras + Chaumont + La Roche sur Yon 


12/04 

DEUTSCHLAND : hitp://www.attac.de/termine/index.php 
Frankfurt + Berlin 

FRANCE : http://www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Brest + Lyon + Cergy Pontoise 


14/04 
FRANCE : hittp:/www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 
Evreux + Argenteuil + Eaubonne + Clisson + Macon 


15/04 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 

Kitzbuhel 

FRANCE : http://www. france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?langue= 

St Brieuc + Metz + Epinal + Louviers + Lyon + Saint Nazaire 
SUISSE-SCHWEIZ : hittp:/’www.suisse.attac.org/rubrique.php3?id_rubrique=6 
Lausanne 


16/04 

AUSTRIA : hitp:/www.attac-austria.org/termine/termine.php 
Innsbruck + Attnang 

FINLAND : hitp:/www.attac.kaapeli.fi/kalenteri 

Vantaa 

FRANCE : hitp://www.france.attac.org/annexe/calendrier.php?7langue= 
Epinal + Grenoble + Saintes + Paris 10 
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